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Sir: 

This paper is being submitted in response to the office action dated June 6, 2006. It is not 
believed that any petition for extension of time to respond to this action is required in order to 
maintain the pendency of this application. However, if an extension of time is required, kindly 
consider this to be a petition therefore. It is not believed that any fee is due with the filing of this 
response. However, if there is any fee that is due, kindly charge the same to the undersigned 
attorney's deposit account 50-3406. 

The Request for Reconsideration and Contingent Petition to the Director are considered 
to be timely filed as this paper is being filed within one (1) month of the date the last office 
action was issued. It is not believed that any fee is due with the filing the filing of these papers. 
However, if any fee is due kindly charge the same to the above written deposit account. 
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-pirp FINALITY OF THE OUTSTANDING 
REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION OF THE FINAL11Y u 

OFFICE ACTION 

The ou,*andin g ^ is a finai rejection. The exantinefs aUeged justification for 

matat this new action final is that "Applicant s amendment necessitated .he new grounds o 
making trus new acuu ArTTON IS MADE FINAL." 

rejection presented in this Office action. Accordingly. THIS ACTION MA 

(See page 13 of the new Office action) 

Firs, i. is ponrted out ft* Applicant's las. response, dated March 15, 2006 to me 
pr evious Office action issued in this apphcation, d-d March ,3, 2006 -— no 
amendments. — e, it is impossible mat applicant's amendment necessitated a new gmun 
of rejection since applied made no amendments. On mis hasis a!one , .< ts ^ ^ * 
. Jiner recons,der me finaihy of*, office action and change me same to a non-final 

action. 

Second, i, is clear that the newiy cited HaU refetence, which dates from 1920, was 
certainly avatlahlc to .he examiner when eaxlier office actions were issued in mis apphcauon. I 
and a denial of due process for the examiner to have waited to cite .ma reference tmtt 
L and fiten made mis newly dteo reference hasis for a fina, rejection. Ftnal t.ecuor* 
Z~* hmi. the actions ma, appfican, can .axe to refute the rejection issued hy *e e_ 
b unfal to cite a reference for the first time and then not aUow applicant the fuU range of 
responses (e.g. amendment, argument, introduce n ew Cairns, e.c, to the citation mat would have 
been available had the rejection not been made final. 

Third it is clear that me rejections sc. forth in the instant office actton rely for support 
atoms, exclusive* on the dispute of mis newly ct«ed reference. Claims 1-6, 8-15 and 64-69 
« in prosecudon in .his application a, the time of the most recent action. Of K M 
churns ., 4-6, 9, 11. 12, 65-67 and 69 have been finally rejected as being anticipated by the 
new. y cited Hall patent; claim* 8, 10 and 13 have been finally rejected as obvious in vtew of .he 
Hall patent; and Cairns 2, 3 64 and 68 have been finally rejeced as obvious from a considetauon 
of the Hall patent in view of the Harrington paten,. This leaves only claims 14, 1 5 and 69 not 
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rejected on the disclosure of the newly cited Hall patent. Of these, claims 14 and 15 have not 
been rejected on the basis of any art and, although claim 69 has been rejected as anticipated by 
the Line patent, the examiner has commented that the method of manufacture contained in dun 
69 is not considered to be germane to its patentability. This latter point suggests that chum 69 U 
not rentable as anticipated by the Line patent for the very reasons suggested by the exammer. 

In any case it is clear that, in the absence of the newly cited Hall patent, many of the 
claims of this application, namely at least claims 1-8, would be allowable. Because of the newly 
cited Hall patent, applicant should be given the right to fully respond to rejections based on this 
citation and not restricted in the means for response. 

In view of all of the circumstances, if the examiner wishes to maintain the finality of the 
rejection he should withdraw the citation of the Hall patent In the alternative, if the examiner 
insists on basing his new rejections on the disclosure of the Hall patent, the finality of the instant 
grounds of rejection should be withdrawn. This paper should be considered to be a request for 
reconsideration of the finality of the outstanding rejection and a request to reverse this finality 
and convert it into a non-final rejection. 

CONTINGENT PETITION TO THE DIRECTOR UNDER 37 CFR 1.181 TO EXERCISE HIS 
SUPERVISORY POWER TO CONVERT THE EXAMINER'S FINAL REJECTION INTO A 
NON-FINAL ACTION 

Contingent upon the examiner refusing to reconsider his position on the finality of the 
outstanding office action, or contingent upon the examiner refusing to convert the final rejections 
to non-final rejections, this paper should be considered to be a Petition to the Director under 37 
CFR 1 181 to exercise his supervisory authority and cause the finality of the outstanding 
rejection to be converted to a non-final action. The facts in support of this Contingent Petition 
are well set forth above and do not need to be repeated here. Suffice it to say, the instant final 
rejection is a denial of due process to the applicant and is contrary to the Statute, the Rules of 
Practice and the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure. 
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A final rejection is only proper where the grounds for the rejection have been twice 
considered. In this case, substantially the entire outstanding rejection is based on the disclosure 
of the Hall patent. It has not previously been considered by applicant. In fact, this reference was 
unknown to applicant until the examiner cited the same. Applicant must be given the 
opportunity to respond to this citation by amendment of the claims or otherwise without the 
constraints of a final rejection limiting the responses available to applicant. 

It is to be noted that this request for reconsideration, contingent petition and request for 
entry of amendments is being filed within one (1) month of the mailing date of the last office 
action. It is therefore most timely. It is impossible to respond to the outstanding final rejection 
without this request and contingent Petition being first acted on. Therefore should decisions on 
these requests and petition not be issue before the three (3) month response period expires on 
September 6, 2006, it is further requested that the fee for filing a petition to extend the response 
period be waived and the period for response abated until these decisions are reached and 
communicated to the applicant. 

The following amendments and arguments are based on the assumption that the examiner 
will reverse the finality of the outstanding rejections or that the Director will over rule the 
examiner and that, in either case, applicant will be permitted to amend and argue this rejection as 
a non-final rejection. Kindly amend the above referenced application as follows: 
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